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Postscript on Kixoa and. taxes and fraud 


What has ome oat m this hssabeen latched pretty moh to the needs of .me ting 
daily deadlines,, iaaiesa the Judiciary eosa-ittee lias done an in-depth Job, to the best of 
s iy knowledge there has not been one. 

'fhai has oecui ss. ported no vcint is i^ovc j.ii.c>. p l"a : to isake uoadlines* 


If anyone has really g one 
the kind for which Nixon took 
oeea looking. 


back to the raqudreaaaate of the law for a of 

such, deductions, I an not aware of it and. I hum 


My knowledge is limited to ry own erparienee# to what the Archives has -represented 
to ne and has represented in court in one of ny tmroported Freedom of Inforiaation suits. 
While I do not pretend that this ia complete, I do believe it relates to tbs absolute 


aiirfoaagt ia prn^oouditioae without which « •wji © C»dii mot bo any Mali 
believe that unless those prsesnaitions were sat all subsequent 
•wore in, effect conspiracies and tlvamseives fraudulent. 


i for tax benefit* I 
federal investigations 


Shore susi be an ini- 


condition, 


'’gift" serves tho public interest. I 


do not 


tm,s cm oa verbal. 


Xf any conditions arc attached zo thi 


L'e liiUS 


* 


be a detexslaation 


by tLu* Aibd nistrator of 8SA that than© conditions also serve the public interest. I 


do not see how this can be verbal* core the wrong: description 


’deed” for whet 


requires a oontraei and wtttrtec contractual agreement, which is missing# @±m important, 
(and relating to the Morgan story# that the lawyer laosss authority# this ia wrong, There 
is precedent, 
executors of 


Butte Marshall signed 
the JJK estate. } 


contract# .called & letter agreement « 


tile 


The conditions Mixon stipulated, themselves I believe fraudulent, eogld not be 
agreed to by any go vaaaaaat official. They *»aable his to first take the write-off 
and then recover 10QN> of ais Imre the eaten oaks. 


As X reaeaber It, this “gift** 
records after the filing of civil 
3XT to defend any action. 


was interpreted by 6S&/Archives to include CESEP 
suits. This owuld among other things have required 


one 


The GSA GdBdnistr a toare were both Hugh Scott* a forme? Ms. Both had legal problems, 
as I recall jointly with Scott# with orimiurd prosecution a posMbility over sea® 


land dealings 


Philadelphia. 3a S 


;oir 


Nixon appointees* 


without a signed contrast there was no basic for asking any tax 'elairss* Shore was 
no tax signed contract. This cannot have been missed in the federal investigations, 
especially not by vlthor USA ©r X®. 

In short, aside from those things that have been reported, ome of which have 
been argued# the absolute ainjaam in requirements for asking any tax claim were not 
met, therefore on an aiwquivosal ‘basis there was no legal tax credit possible, This 
was known to lizoafs appointees urn thereof tax* found no fraud. Kad they# they, too# 
would have been guilty of fraud. 


There is a. special section at Archiv 
only ka ou th»> lawn# tb*>y can supply yea ' 
Thera also has to be a section &i Q & A dc, 
practise the a*bsiaistraior delegatee Mo 


:f? that d ais with, these matters. They not 
ith copies and with coxd.es of the ’’deed." 
.ling with these matters because as a general 
authority to the archivist. 


Harold Weinberg 



